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ABSTRACT * , . , . 

This study vas designed to assess and pompa^re the 
roles of intelligence and moral judgment in relation to patterns of 
behavior in temptation situations*. Six Resistance to Temptation (RTT) 
tasks were administered to 106 sixth "grade $tud^nts. One year later, 
four Kohlberg Horal Judgment (HJ) tasks were administered to 100 of 
the same sUfcjects. IQ scores were available for all subjects. Two 
measures of temptation behavior were derived frop the six BTT tasks: 
Total RTT, a summary score based upon extent of RTT in the six 
situations, and Consistency (C) , based upon the variance of an 
indiviiual's RTT scores across the six situations. Results indicated 
that HJ and RTT did not correlate significantly. MJ and" C were 
positively correlated, it^lthough examination of the data by sex 
reve*aled a significant correlation for boys only. IQ was correlated 
significantly with total RTT and with C. The relationsliips were also 
examined according to levels of tQ, indicating different 
relationships between mos;t variables when high IQ subjects were 
compared with low IQ subjects. The results provided support for the 
view that intelligence is generally related to the extent and 
consistency of resistance -to tfemptation. Moral judgment may acc6unt 
more^for consistency of behavior among rfales. (Author/BDJ 
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. 'RESISTANCE TO TEMPTATION AND MORAL JUDGME^^^: BEHAVIORAL 

CORRELATES OF KOHUBERG MEASUr/oF MORAL JUDGMENT^^- 
Edward A.jfelse-At 
North Carolina Qfentr^il University 
Robert E. Grind/r and Jane Howard Challas 
University ef Wisconsin^ 

^HartsWne and Ha/ (1928) , upon j)ublica!^ion' of their clagsl-c'^nvest i- 
gat ion, Studies in'|[eceit , coijfuted the notion that moral behavior issued 
-from "an inner, entity operating independently of the situations in which 
the individual are placed" (Hartshorne, 1932, p. 209). The monumental 

* • 

. study demonsti*ated that, in general, conformity to rules '4nd ifloral stand- 
ards XrarL^d as a functfon of diverse situational and person-al factors. The 
idea of/a unitary, fixed moral faculty was 'no longer tenable. Thus freed 
from , the "bogey of- dualism, and influenced by psychoanalytic theory and post- 
Huiiian behavior thedry , iSoclal Learning theorists, subsequently focused ^ 
upon more narrowly deH^ed aspects of .'mora lit?, e.g. consequences of trans- 
gression, resistance/to temptation, and oth^ behaviors presumed td' reflect 
ohiiSren's internalization of moral standards. 

' • It is note^rthy that Piaget ' s" 1932 treatise. The Moral J 
' / * 

Child, nearly/coincided 'with the appearance, of the Hartshorne and May (1928) 

/ • * 

investigation. Piaget ' s work, however, was concerned fundamentally with' 
develon/ental types of moral judgment and mo5es of int£rpreting rules. Over 

/ ^ 

thexJast quart er-centurj^, Piaget's theory has st Imulated' extensile research 
dderning cognitive aspects of morality (e..g- Kohlberg, 1958; Durkin , ' 1959; 
Johnson,. .1962) . ' , ' ' 



Uggment of the 



In spite of major advances* within the two disparate. ^theoretical posi- 
tions, investigations ^stemming from each have been striklagly ^^arochial. 
On tte one hand, social learning theorists Kaj?.e focus ed_^rimarj.ly upon 
child rearing and' situational determinant^ of resistance to temp^tation and 
rbactions to deviation, and have shown little concern for ch'ildren *s* inter- 
pretations of the situations. ' On the other hand, cognitive theorists have 

focused primfirily upon developmental- relationships 'between stages and forms 

* ^ ^ ' , * , 

of moral judgment^, and have paid scant heed to environmental and behavioral 

correlates of the stages. > ' . , , ^ 

Failure to examine both behavioral and cognitive aspects 6f morality 

precludes, however, an adequate* understanding of the complex processes 

involved. Jndeed^ coTnceptii such as morali ty , honesty , and integrity imp'ly 

corresppndence between betyavior and personal or social standards. Kohlberjg 

(1958, 1963a, 19,Mt>), for example, has emphasized the importaftce of consider 

"ir*g individual differences in the manner of percei^^ing and judging temp- 

V t * • 

t'a.tion cpnflicts. Hb^^^ .-pfftlrted out* that resistance to temptation fails / 

-to^r^lect direcjtly the strength of internalized mor.al standards and has / 

insisted that "we can onlv discuss mbrality of action when we can relat^-'the 

acto^Jfe behavior to his actual judgments of righti^and wrong in the sitq^'- 

tion" (Kohlberg, 1965, p. 3). ' ^ . ' / • • 

One meahs of relating moral judgment to Pcsistance to temptation is 

based upon behavioral Comparisons amoitg childr'en who use different modes of 

moral judgment. If one child characteristically judges sft^alions in one 

manlier, while another is^disposed to judge them in a different manner, one 

may ask. whether these modes of judgment influence or ,tfl^dif«ce part^ular 
« ' ' . ' , * / . . . 

patterns of behavior in temptation situations. ' t , r 



^ Furthermore, several principhVes deriyed from cognitive-developmental 
theories do suggest that moral "Behaviors, such as resistance to tjBmptation, 
denenfl upon children's attitudes toward rules and cgpac^ities to under- 




stan>3 moral-alternatives. ' Piaget (1932) has postulated that in the firstf 
stage of moral development' the child behaves ac'cordingl to his desires and 
imagination, gr-aduaWy learning other people's rules and imitating their 
behavior, but egocentrically practicing the rules ''according to his own " * • 
fantasy" (Piaget, 1932, p. 35). In a' subsetjuent; stage tW child gradually 
learns from authorities to accept and follow rules , 'although his interpre- • 
•tdtions of rules may be singular and his , cor respond J.ng .behavior rigid.* 
Finally, the mature , morally autonomous individual, ac^or;iing to Piaget,. 
uiKierstands the unification and codification of rules,, and looks upon laws 
as due to mutual consent; also^ he may ignore or viod^te ru-les which appear 
arbitrary or unjust. 

Kohlberg (1958, ol963a, 'l964b, 1965) has also described^ developmental 
changes in the influeijce of rules upon behavior. For example, in> Kphlberg 's 
premoral stage, the child's behavior is not directly affectedly rules; he 

is hedonistically responsive to situafional factors, .such as risk of pujiish- 

« 

ment, opparfUnity for' gratlficatioh, and presence/of authorities . JDirt-ing' th 
aonv ent'ional stage he is- ex*pjeeted >to have^"f eelings of concern about confor-- 
mity to conyeritioaal expectations * and standards" (1965, p- 9); during tjie 
principled st^ge he is likeFy to act according to "a morality of self^ 
accepted moral principles" and, thereby, to\demonstrate autonomy of action. • 
Thus, both Piaget and Kohlberg have viewed moral development as a hier- 
arclilal proce9{- in which the child begins with,narrow, slnuatlon bound 
8chema.s; he develop'es , subsequently, the .cognitive capacities necessary to 



behave accprding to rales imposed by authorities; and ultimsttely, he may 
acquire ^be structures A^hich enable him to make autonomous decisions about 
rules . N ' 



'A' - ' 

Idptjer'ms of social* learning 



Paraphrased Idltjer'ms of socaal* learning theory (e.g, see Burton, 1963; 

V ' * / • * 

, - • • * 

Bahdura and Walters, 1.^63) 'the cognitive-developmental 'account of moral *" 

* \ ' 

de^e'J.apment' might be d|«cif ibedfas the acquisition of media-tiofial respoiiseb, 

^whicii in turn account tor^^sec^^ondary stimulus generalization, fnitially, 

afccording to this view, the young child responds to temptations directly 

on the ba^s Of internal and external cues tKat are operative in the situa- 

tlonl Cues associated .with reward and punishment acquire salien'cjr during 

early childhood and represent , the prinTary determinants of behavior in- accord- 

ance with laws of primary stimulus generalization, schedules of reinforce- 

ment , etc. - As the^child grows older, he eventually learns from authority 

#igures^to respond to certain temptations with implilcit reactions, i.e. rules 

and labels such as /right', 'wrong*, ""good'.,, or 'bad'. In accordance wl^h 

la\^s of secondary stimulus generalization, these rules and labels mediate 

given modes of behavior in a variety of situations to the extent that the 

child has 'learned to apply the same rules and labels ia the various situations 

It may be .said, tf^n, that the child is exercising 'self control* when he 

resists temptation in the absence of coercing agents (Bandura and Walters, 

* , ^» * ^ 

1963), With further learning, perhaps in part "as a resul t^f>.-"conceptual con-' 

V > / 

flicts" (Berlyne, 1965) among rules, mo^e complex mediational capacities may 
develop, such that an^. iridividual may be considered "morally autonomous" or 
"principled". 'Hius complex situations may/be encompassed or mediated by a 
very basic ^and complex rule or principal that supercedes certain narrower 
rules in determination of behavior. . ' 



Moral dovelopment , according ^o both the cognit iverdeyeiopmental and 
the social, learning f ramewo^s , is thus characterized as a' learning and 
inatur*ition process in which the child eventually acquires the capacit^ies 
^for se;.f control, autonomy, and organization of behavior on. the basis of 



• 



vinore and^.more coq^plex rules* and principles. 

, To say thaf the morally "mature" individual has acquired^ the capacity 

. ^ / • , 

^^;o understand rules and principles is not to say, however, that he will 

necessarily conform to any given rule in a particular situation, Kohlberg 

f(1965), for, example, has pointed out,- that hi'p theory does ^not lead to the 

expectation of a direct cor r-esponden<ft between the stage of moral judgment ^ 

and resistance to temptation or conformity to rules in all situations. At 

each stage the behavioral , act of resisting or yielding is determined by^ 

'variety of factors* The personal and social context for a moral judgment, 

as' well as a child's moral stage, must be considered in pr'edicting .his 
• * * 

bphavioT in relation to a given rule. For example, the Influence of«a par- 

ticular religious philosophy » of a subcultural code, of expectations of one' 

parenta.^ peer group and/or aa individually reasoned jirdgment, could eat:h 

represent, in otie sense -or another, "moral" bases for violating c^ert!ain — 

conventional standards; each might also refle.ct varying degrees of maturity 

of moral judgment. Over and above the interpretations of right and wrong', 

a varietyof personality variables may relate to an 'individual's capacity to 

resist temptation. Need for peer recognition (Shelton^ 1966),- intelligence 

(Hartshorne and May, 1928), attenition control (Crigi, Kohlberg, and White, 
''" - * • ' 

1964), capacity to delay grat i-f icatjK3ik (Mischel , 1963), and other variables 

' ' ' \ \ . 

have all been related to behav^r in temptation situations. 

Although recent researrh-and phporetic^l advances have thus ltd * to a 

clearer identification of the typd* of variables -that are related to con- 



formity to' rules, there hav4 J^een only a few studi es th^t directly compared 

' 1^ ^ 

.^^ measures derived .from differ ing conceptual ^framewprkj . A recent paper by 
>i • • ' ' ^ 

Nelsen, Grinder, and Biaggi'o (1969a) reported a factor analytic Study of 
personality and cognitive-developmental measures in relation to resistance 
to temptation. The personality measures, derived chiefly from a psycho- 
analytic framework, included ego overc<ontrol , ^urotig undercontrol, inter- 
nalized giiilt, externalized guilt, and approval motivation. Also included 
* ■ ^ . ' ' 1 

» \ were a -measure, of intelligence and "^assessment of moral maturity based 

upon four of Kohlberg's Moral J^dgwent Situa'tions. / 
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The study found that Kohlberg '^measure of moral, judgihent and a paper 
and. pencil measure of intelligence related more highly with resistance to 
temptation than did the other scales, although it should be noted tha-t the 
-Personality measures were administered several years after the temptation 



measures, thu^ confounding the comparisons' with the temporal differences. 

The positive relationship of intelligence and moral -judgment with resist- 

ance to temptation wae clear, none-the-less , especially for bays; but the 

•inethatl? of data analysis employed in the study did not allow for com^^(Tison 

of the separate contributions of intelligence versus mora^ 'judgment to th 
■ 

variance in temptation behavior, because the two measures' were moderately 



e 



correlated. In view of the izorTelations between IQ arid jnoral judgment i% was 
important to scrutinize the- relationships closely in order td analyze the 
unique itifluerrce of each, and to.anSlyae possil^le moderating effects of one 
measure upon the other. Therefore, the current ^Pdy, undertook a reana?vsis 



It gpd} 



of the dat3. to differentiate and clarify the ns^^^ of relationships of n^oraL 
judgment and intelligence' with' Resistance to temptation. The analysis was 
particularly conceruied with assessing the contribution of Kohlberg's measure 
to the total variance in resistance to temptation. 



Two 'camposite measures of behkvior in various temptation situations 
were calculated for this studA one a measure of total resistance to temp- 
tation, 'the other' a measure' of consistency of behavior'^ip the various temp- 
' tatioft situations. The '^easur'^ of total, resistance uo temptation could not 
be included in the-Nelsen, et al (1969a) study for methodological reasons, 
I.e. because it was derived from other scales that vera include in the 
factor 'analysis . It was of ipt^r^t , t\^vertheless , in this st^idy because 
such a composite ^scale minimises behavioral variation that is unique to ' * 

\ ' . • 

specific situations. Thus the composite measure pro'^lded a more reliable 
assessment of the individual's general ^disposition ,4:0 resist .temptation ^ 
(Nelsen, Grinder, and Mutterer, 1969b). * - • . 

Consistency of behavior in various temptation situations was alg^o of 
interest because this type of 'measure, rmay ref lect-*-even more direc'tly than 
a^easure of total resistance to temptation — the extent to which behavior 
is organized or mediated by a given rule ^d/or other responses common to « 
the various situations. Thus, if ' an individual cons^^istent ly confopis to a 
rule, or if he consistently violates the rule, -one might infer that his behav- 
ior is mediated by the rule, although certainly othet cognitive and noncogni- 
tive factors (e.g. intelligence and/or ability to delay rewards) might also' 



be playing a role. Jf the'-extent o*f consist ency- is associated with a given 

measur^e of attitudes toward rules, then one has stronger evidence that the 

rules are mediating the behaviOr, especially if other possible explanations* 

pan be ruled out . _ 

Following from the above arguments, one 'should expect that a^ given set 
•J* * * 

of rules, such a^ rules against cheating, may account for consisif ertry ot b\*-' 
havior across situations, but this will be true only if the individual applies 
the rules to the various situations in a liHe manner.. As Kohlberg has pointed 



out< the morally autonomous individual will violate* rules if they conflict 
with "human welfare ^In^ the individual's judgment. In tke absence of 3uch 
spe6ific constrafnts ; however, the extent 'of consistency should" Reflect - 
•the differential mediating influence of explicit or implicit ryles against 
cheating, for example, ^n relatively mature versus immature individuals.'. 



j Method 



S,ubjec ts and Procedure ^ 

Six tiemptation tasks' were aSministeri^d to 106 Ss i^ the fall of 1964 
when the Ss attended ^6th grade^ cl&sses at four different elementary schoo;s 
surrounding a semi-rural community ;^ The Kolilberg' Mcral Judgra^ent Tes^t wa^ 
adm-inistered one year later, in the fail of, 19^65, when the-Ss were all 7th 
gr^ers In the community's ?>nly junior hig"h school. One^undred of the 
original 106 Ss were\tested~four had movfed and two were unavailable during 
-the second testing session. Thus, the final sAirpl^ for this stud/ consisted 
of 45^ boys and 55 gir^s . * . / * - 

Henpon-Nelson iQ's were available for a;i Ss from school records.* Mean 
IQ for males was 108.8*and fojf f emales ,''ll4 . 5 . - 
Measures . * 

Maturity of moral judgment was assessed from four .of Kohlberg^s Moral • 
Judgment. Situations. For this task^- w^re -quest ioned about situations 
focusing upo/i hypothetical- moral diletmnas in whi-ch acts of* obedience to 
legal-social rules or to commands of authority conflicted with the^human 
desires, needs, or welfare Tof other individuals. On« the basis of the moral 
choices in each situation, and the reasoning underlying hi*:, choices, Ss 
w^re given scores^ according to developmental types aiad levels-. Responses . 
oriented towards punishmeiy^'""ahd obedience or instrumental hedonism were . 



classified as Level I <Type I'or 2). Responses oriented towards good rela- 
tlons and approA4al or towards authoritarian standards were classified as • 
Level jLl (Ty^pe 3 or 4)'. .Responses r^veatfltg concern for democratically 
acc^ipted *law or individual principles of conscience were classified as ^' 
Lev*el 'III (Type 5 or 6) . On th'e basis of procedures developed' by Kohlberg, 
the _S's type score for each situation was also weighted, and the scores were 
summed 'across the four situations to yield a total measure of moral maturity^ 
Complete instructions for administer^g and scoring of^the test are pre- 
sented elsewhere ^o^berg, 1958). \^ . % 

To assess resistance to temptation and consistency of Ijehavior, eacTi S- 



-J 



^was exposed to the following six temptation conflicts: ' . 

* i . 

1) The raygun game. Ss operated a shooting gallery individually according 
to. a prescribed set of rules specifying the number of shots, recording of 
performance, etc. ^ewanis were offered for high scores, but the game was 

V I ' • ft 

■ programmed to produce a fixed score when all- rj^iles 'were followed." Trans- 
gression was assessed^^in terms of the number of points added beyond the 
programmed score. The features, of the apparati^s and iijistfr^uctions for pl|.y- 
ing the game have been de^cribel in defaiX elsewher^r(Grinder , 196U 1962). 
2\ The maglc-mirrof game. 8$ operated a rpencil-light to illuminate the 
path of an 'invisible ma^e.' Rules and-scoring procedures -si^B^ilar to those 

. . ■ * L • 

^ devised for the raygun, game were employed, fxcept that M & M's were offered 
* ' . ' » 

as- ah' incentiv^e for performance beyond the pr6g^mmed criterion. - D^ails * 

concerning the apparatus atii procedures^f or this and all s,uT3>equ^t resis't- 

ance to temptation measures are described in Nelsen, et al. {l'9^69b) . 

I . ^ " • ^ > . 

3) .The ^ multiple-choice (copyingO* test. This task was modified from the 
duplicating technique of HartshorAe afid May (1928).' Ss were offered an-oppor 
tunity to make Illegitimate use of answers ta-^k/rfultiple-choic^ test with a* 



number of -very difficult items'.^ S^s vlth^ scores beyond a criterion >^er6 to 
have their names 'posted on ".top of* th^jilais" she^t^ 'while rema^ningV^ 
were to have^ their names posted ojn another . sheet . Transgression scores 
'wc%r<j based on changes, made; duriijg-a s.ilf-sjcoring procedyk*e; the, tests had 
been* pVeviously scored by the etominer. . * 

4)' The spe^d tests,. This procedure- was adapted from the Hartshorne and ! 
May double-testing procedure (1928, J, pp ^ 76-82). "-The su1)tests were com- ^ 
'prised of tasks such as addition., number matching, and digit cancellation, 
adnrinistered under carefully timed condition^. After two "pi^^ctice" 'trials, 
S_s were given a third atrial with an , opportunity to< score thei^r* own- papers . 
The fastest class. wan to win a "Speed-King" trophy. Transgression was '* • 
based upon the discrepancy between the practice and test trials. 



5) The, squares (pee^Jing) test. This test was adapted from the improbable 
achievement techniq^ue (Hartshorne and May, 1928fl, p. 61). Ss were pre- 
sented with a. single sheet of'^aper upon which five large squares Were 



I - ■ 

'•dravhi, one inside the o'ther, and were asked to shut their e^yes and -t^ 

follow the path between ^Lhe lines of the squares witti*their pS^cils for five 

timed trials. - After trying each square they were a|ked to^open their eyes 

and score their own papers. Ss were presented with performance norms and 

were asked to do their best. Publically distr ibuted<M & M's were offered 

- , . • 

fop performance* beyond a criterion. Papers were rated by judges according 
to degre^ of transgression.' ' ^ 



6) The circles (peeping) tests. This test is similaQT In most respects to • 

/ . ^ • • • . 

th^ squares test except that the incentive was only pride in accomplishing'^a 



task successfully^ as high performance norms were preseiit^'d to the ^s, who 

' » . - ' ' ' .' • 

were then asked to do their best. S^s.were askdd to close their eyes and "hit 
each of^lO circle^ on a sheet with a penril mark. Transgression scores were 



based upon the number of' points beyortd ^ criterion.. • ' ' ^ * ' • 

'i Perfornrance on each task was scored accgxding to, the extent of trans- 
gression. -If the S did not yield to temptation, he. was given *a sc^ore' of > 
zero. >'If/he' devtateJ^ b^lov^^ the median for" all^ielders on that-t^sk; he \ 
was 'given a score of one.'* If he' yielded above the median fot all trans'-^ - 
^ gressors he was given a score of *tWo.' These sc0res^were summed acros^s^ the 
six tasks, providing a -spmra^ry measure of iegx^B of transgressio.n., Inter- 
nal consistency reliability of this measure was -.60. The' variance (s'^) 
among each S^*s scores vas also calculated. This' measure proVicJied an index 
of^h'ts inconsistendy'across the situations. Thje procedui^e employed was 
similar to. that originally used i)y Hartshorne, May, and Shuttleworth (1930). 
It was not feasible to determine the reliability, of this mea'sure. To'sim-,,- 
plify presentation and interpretation of the results', the transgression and i 
inconsistency SG<)res weVe , transformed by subtracting them from a^constant, i 
so high scores tepresent high resistance to temptation and high c'on'sistency, 
instead of high transgression and high inconsistency. ' - " 

' , Re3ults ' ' - , ' * ^ 



ft 



Insert Table 1 about here 



The meajis and standard deviations for the Measures of Resistance to 
Temptation (RTT) , Consistency (C), Moral Judgment (MJ), ancl Intelligence 
ar.e presented in Table 1.. The sexes did. not differ/ with respect to the two 
measures of moral behavior, but females were somewnat higher with respect 
to 'IQ, and considerably higher with 'respect to MJ leyel. It should'also \>e 
noted tha^t the range of scores on the MJ measure placed nearly all ^s' within 



the first levels. according to Kd^iberg's schema. Approximately one-half 
fell j^hin the prembral level, and on^-half withifi the level of conventional 

• role conformity. - Only three S s , aU females, fell oliarly into, level three, 
representing morality of self-acc.epted. principles Three addiCloi^aX ,Ss • 
operated, -at the principled' s'tage in of the moral'sltuatiohs . / " 

The intercorrelations between the measuVes are presented in J^rf^ 2 for 

• the total sample apd 'separately Within sexes", 'fhe r's were all 'positive ] 
and' all in the -expected direction.' The correlations .between MJ'and RTT, how- 
ever, failed to attain statistical significance for pither sex^or for the 
sample as a whole. The correlations between MJ and C- were significant for 

total sample, arid for bqys alone ,- but not. "for girls. IQ was signifi- 
cantly correlated with all of the variables, for the total sample and for 
the sexes ^^eparately. " ' ' ' , ' 



Insert Table 2 about here 



It was-- apparent that IQ accounted for part of the correlation between 
MJ-ar)d C, since^t correlated positively 'with both. With IQ part'ialed' out^ 
the, correlation between MJ and C for 'the total sample. dropped ffom .16 to .06. 
a value which obviously is not significant. For males, the correlation 
dropped from .37 to .31, 'a value which remained significant at the .05 level 
(i = 2.07, 41 = 42). ■ - . 



Insert fable 3 about here 



• . Since IQ-was significantly rfelated to all of the oth^f variables, and 
since the range of IQ's was rather great— from '70 to 141--there. appeared to. 



I '4 
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be a possibility that the- variables mightXbfi. interrelated differently for 
children ol different ^bility levels, , To examine thi« possibility, the 
total sample, "yith sexes combined, was divided into three ability levels:* 
low, medium, and high. Th6 intercorrelations between the variables were 
recomputed, and the ^ults yre pre^sented in Table 3. Most striking is- the 
finding that the crorreiation between IQ and MJ, with"in the low •IQ group, ' 
ijicr eased to .53 in spite of 'the marked attenuation of IQ variance. By 'con- 
trast, the .corresponding for the m^dium'and high IQ groups decre^ise^ \t:o 
values of ..19 and .16, These findingi suggested ,that MJ and IQ may have been 
curvilinearly related, and i^deed, examination of the scatter plot (not pre- 
sented) strongly suggested this. IQ appeared to define an upper bound for 
the moral judgment scores, especially within the low IQ range. In inter- 
preting the differential r *s from Table 2 it should be kept in mind that the 
range and variance of IQ's w^s considerably^ greater for the low IQ group 
than for the medium or high IQ gr (Sips . . ^ • ^ 

Discussion 

' ^ The analyses for this study were designed to compare and dif f^e^itiate 
measures- of intelj.igence and moral judgment as correlates of two types of 
resistance to temptation measures . O^i thevhole, IQ was positively related 
to Total RTT and to Consistency of RTT , whereas Moral Judgment was ^related 
to the RTT measures , except that Moral Judgment and Consistency Were posi- 
tively related among males. ' -^tal RTT and Consistency were* moderately 
correL^ed, Suggesting that consistent honesty was more, common than consist- 
^nt dishonesty, although these relationships may have been due tq^gjm arti- 
fact, since the measures were not independent. * 
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The low and nonsignificant correlations between'Mbral -Jutgment and 
TotJal RTT are generally, .consist ent^with the. findings in studies that com- 
pared ^similar measures (e.g. Gtiader, 1964X. -Interpretation of the low ' 
correlations in this and previous s|,udi&s sh6uld be- tempered by an impor 
tant methodological cjonsideration ,. howevW, i .e . the fict thaf the ii^r- 
r/^- consistency "reliability of the •TotaJ.'^T measmre in this was only. 60. 
As''^Uelsen,,et al^. (1969b) poj-nted out^in their discussion, the Tota; RUT 
sca|e.'at this level of reliability, must be considered only minimally ade- 
quat.4 as ar measure of a general trait of feonesty. Measures that, sample 
RTT in;oniy*one or two situations are presrumably even less adequate,' 
because Che reliability of these, measures would be much lower. ' 

Several additional methodological^ limitations "should be copsidered in 
evaluating the results. To begin with, the 'MJ measure was administered 
approximately one year after the RTT measures. During .this period "Ui^s 
had all transferred to a new school". • Furthermore, a considerably shortened 
version of the Kohlberg test was administered .- . All of these- fattors w6uld 
tend to attenuate' the size of the ccrrr61atipiis obtained'. 

On the other hand, the low correlations of Moral Judgment with the 
Total-^ RTT are a bit. surprising in view of the previously reported findings 
in the Nelsen , et al. (1969a) study which indicate'd that MJ loaded posit ivt 
ly on several, factors with several of the isidividual RTT measures, particu- 
larly the Murtiple-Chofce (Copying) measure , for both males and females. 
It is possible^ that t^e common load ingsj.w ere spurious, resultirlg^rom the 
mutual correlations of IQ with both MJ and certain resistance .to temptation 
measures. It^is also* possible, howeyer, that moral judgment is related to 
resistance to temptation In certain situations, but' not others. This would 
imply that situational parameters, hitherto ignored in this and similar ' 



15 



Lei 



studiefe, need to, be copsidered more systematically in examining . possible 
relationships, betweer^cognitive-'developmental, measure and r.esistance* tc^ 
* temptation. More refined research strategies will be tteeded to evaluate 
the possibility that thesS situational parameters moderate the, relation-r 
ships beti/eep mor^il judgment and temptatioil b^aviors . 

The filling that MJ correlated ^posiLt ivfely with Consistency for malQ^g, 
but not- females , ^s'niJlfficult to interpret. In the first place, cqnclu^''/* • 
sions concerr?ing s^ex difference^ are not v§rjranfed, because the difference 
between the correlations for males and fltemales was within the range of 
sampling, erroi;,. In the second place, mJf previous studies have investigated 
the correlations betweeh measures of moral jcdgment, and consistency, so one 
has little basis for generalizing about the relationship. Sh'ould the posi- 
tive 'reJationship.be replicated, for on^ sex or the other, however, it 
would suggest more' strongly that moral judgment does mediate reactiq^is to 
temptation situations. Im other words, it would suggest that under certain 
circumstances p-ersons with higher moral judgment behave consistently, if' 
not always honestly, across .different temptatioa situations. 

^ ^The correlations of IQ with botl^he Total RTT and the Consistency 
measures suggests that intelligence plays' a general role in relation to 
behavior ip teitiptat ion, situations . The complex and vaj'ied correlates of IQ 
.preclude any simple conclusions regarding the role ^of' intelligence , but 
several possible lines of explanation might be noted. First, as Burton 
(1963) has suggested, IQ may reflect the extei\t to whicrh the individual is 
disposed to mediate various temptfiftion situations with common labels, rul^s 
and/or principles of a moral and/or nonmoral nature. Second, asScohlberg 
(I5^64b) has suggested, IQ Tnay reflect thi general egb strength or self 
control that is characteristic of an individual. A third general interpret 



tation is based upoo the related po6sibility that ,te brighter individual 
has learned to respond to achieveahent related and temptatlon'situations 
* Under rather different conditiptis than the driller child.- ^He has presumably 
experienced more success and -mastery, learned . to anticii^ate .a different set . 
of outcomes In- such situations., and therfefoi^e, he has presumabiy developed 
different modes -for coping with such situations. ' Certainly other expla- 
nations might be, offered, and it is likely that a combination of factors, 

. all related t»-intelligence,, might be Operating simultaneously to influence 

^responses to temptation situation^. 

Comparisons of the overall pattern of correlations within the three IQ 
g^;oups suggest that basi<|feilly different factors maybe operating to deter- 
mine the behavior of th'^ Ss with below-average intelligence in contrast with 
thp Ss of above-average intelligence. One can only speculate afe to tl« 
differential nature of these processes, but it does seem important to invest 
further research effort in exploring the issue. Methodalogi'cal factors, ■ 
such as ability to- understand ^tructions, should certainly be investigated , ^ 
as well^a^ personality factors such as approval motivation, fear of failure, 
and egb*-cortrol . . ^ 

Considei> along with* Hartshori^' and May's (1930) finding that age and 
intelligence relate positively with consistency and honesty for middle-c las& 
children, the results of tLhis ^tudy'off^er support for the proposition that 
cognitive factors are- related to, choices and behavior in temptation situations. 

Finally, it might be noted, ii? view bf the relationships of intelligence 

and moral judgment with consistency, that'the generality question, as dis- 

:^ ' ' ' ' 

cus^d originally^by Hartshorne and May (1928) and We recently by Burton* ' 

i 

(1963) and Nelsen, et al. (1969b) must be considered in light of individual 
differences. If morally manure and/or intelligent individuals are moire con- 



V^>^sistenr, then one will observe a greater degrefe of generality, or' a greater 
proportion of behaviora^ variance attributable to persons, in a population 
composed of brighter, morally niature pejsons. The generality question then 
becrnn^s an issue that is relative to particular population parameters, such 
as intelligence-, *mental<;or c^ironological age, and perhaps, socioeconomic 
status. These observ^tiofts would seem to have importallt implications for / 
future research on t^ie generality question and related issues, in that pro- 
visions should be made for co#;rolling these variables in "'designing future 



ctudies. ' 



\ 

Summary 



The study was^Je^i^ed to assess.and con^are the roles of intelligence 
and moral judgment in, relation to patterns of beMvior in temptation situ- 
ations. Six Resistance to Temptation .tasks and four Kohlberg Moral Judg- 
ment situaj^ions were administered to lOO'si^th and seventh graders in a 
.semi-rural community; Henmon-Nel^oii IQ*s were available for all Ss . Two 
measures of temptation behavior were derived from the six KTT tasks: Total 
RTT, a s'umm^y score based upon extent of RTT in the^ six situations, and 
Consis tency, based u'pon the variance (s^) of aft Vlndividual 's RTT scores 
across the six situations. MJ and RTT did not correlate significantly * 
(r = .14). Mv? and C were positively correlated .(r^ = 46, p < .05), although 
elimination -of the^data separately by sex revealed that^the relationship was 
significant for boys only Xr =^.37, boys; and r = .06, girls). » IQ was corre- 
lated significantly with Total^ RTT (r = .33) and with c' (r = .28). The 
relationships weri also examined according to levels of 10, indicating differ- 
ent relationships between most variables wheh high IQ ^s were compared with* 
low IQ ^s. The results provided support for the view that -intelligenoe is 
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generally rela-:ed to the extent and consistency of resistance /o temptation, 
and moral judgment may^ account for consistency of. behavior among males. 
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Cleans and Standard Deviations of Resistance to Temptation, 






* Consistency /Moral Judgment, and IQ Measures 


« > 


• 


« ♦ 


Males (N54§)- 


Females (N=55) , 




Total (N=10Q) 

• 




Mean SD 


Mean • 'SD 


(2 tall) 


Mean 


SD 


RTT 


7.0 ' 2.5 


7.5 , 2.5 

• 


> 

n»s. 


7.2 


2.5 


Cons 


' .55 . .26 


.52 -A* .26 


n.s • 


.33 


.26 ■ 


MJ 


210 


253' «5 • 


<.001 


.234 


81 ' 


JQ 


108.8 , 13.4 

• 


• 114-,>5 13.7 


<.05 


111.9 


14.8 


• 


> 
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TABLE 2- 



Inter dortelations between Resistance to Temptatl,on .Consistency 



Moral Judgment Level, and IQ 



< 


Males ■ 




1 ; .4 ^_ 

Females, 


V 

Total 


1 


* .ii=45 . " . 




N-55 ' * 


N=100 


MJ X RTT 
IQ X Rff 


' .13 
.46** 




.20 " ' •, 


•' . .14 " 
..33** 


MJ X Cons. 


.37** 


> 


.06 ' 


.16* 


IQ'xtCons. 


.29* 




.31* 


.28** 


IQ X Aj 


.31* 




. , ^ .39** 


.40** 


RTT X Cons.,^ 


.50** 




. .^7** 

' .i . 


.43** 

* • 



<.05 level of significance, using one-tailed tests 
**£ <.01 level of significance, using one-tailed tests 
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TABLE 3 • 

^Intercorrelations between •Resistance to. Temptation, Consistency, 
Moral Judgment Level ^ and IQ within Three Levels of IQ 



1i 


^ Low T(Q\(70-108) 


Med IQ (109- 




High IQ (119-141) - 




N*30 


Nr35 




N=35 


MJ -x RTT 


-.27, 


M8 




.10 


IQ X JlTT 


-.09- 


' -.a3 


*. 


.29 


MJ X Cons. 


-.16 


. ,23 


4 


" J'. 13 


X Cons. 


,-.31 


' ;28 




.31 


IQ X MJ 


.53** 






.16 


RTT X Cons. 


.14 ' 


.45** 




.46** 



^£<. 01' level of significance, two-tailed tests 



